
RCRA Corrective Action Environmental Indicator Forms: 
Additional Questions

Completed by: Penny Nakashima, DTSC

                      Michael Choe, EPA

                      Jenny Wu, EPA

               Date: 5/4/00

Yes No

Facility Name:Quemetco
(include a.k.a)
Street Address: 720 S. Seventh Avenue

City, State: City of Industry, CA 91749

EPA ID#: CAD 066 233 966

 NPL Site?    X

 BRAC Site? X

 GPRA Baseline?     X

 EJ Site?      X

Near-bankrupt?   X

Facility Contact Name: Charles St. John, Environmental Regulatory Manager; Robert Finn (facility contact)    

Company: (same as above)

Street Address:

City, State:

Phone:  

E-mail:   

Agencies Involved in Remedial Oversight (check all that apply)

     Federal CERCLA                               DTSC Site Mitigation - Region ___                  ? RWQCB - Region ___    

    X DTSC Permit Unit - Region 3            Federal RCRA

Project Manager Interviewed: Penny Nakashima

Agency: DTSC Glendale Permitting

Phone: (818)551-2900

email: pnakashi@dtsc.ca.gov



Site Summary:

Quemetco is an interim status facility which operates a secondary lead smelting facility for recycling batteries.  It has
operated since at least the early 1980s.  The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) project manager for
corrective action is Penny Nakashima.  The DTSC permit writer is Liang Chiang.  

There are several media contaminated, in particular, lead in surface and subsurface soils.  Removal activities included
the excavation of an on-site surface impoundment in 1995 and other soil removal activities.  This resulted in lower
contaminant concentrations in groundwater.  It is unknown what the present volatile organic compound (VOC)
concentrations are.  In the past, California Department of Health Services (DHS) provided blood-lead testing for nearby
residents.  Based on the test results, DHS concluded that residents were not impacted by lead operations.  A health risk
assessment for a draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) is expected to be complete in one to two months.       

DTSC plans to complete a final permit by December 2001.  DTSC has also asked the facility to submit a post-closure
permit application for the surface impoundment and it has complied.  They are also working to approve a revised
Groundwater Monitoring Plan (GMP).  Approval of the GMP triggers corrective action and is in an existing order.  



CA 725 Current Human Exposures Under Control

Current Human Exposures Under Control
Determination
  YES
  NO
X IN (Insufficient information)
  No determination was made

If determination is NO or IN, the likelihood of
achieving EIs by 2005 is
X Likely by _2002__ (insert year)
  Unlikely
  Difficult to determine

If determination is YES, it falls under the
following categories: (check all that apply)
  Final stages of C/A
  Stabilization measures implemented
  No groundwater contamination
  Undergoing redevelopment
  Other:

If determination is NO or IN, it falls under the
following categories: (check all that apply)
X Early stages of C/A
  Indoor air issues
  Abandoned, near-bankrupt
  Technical limitations
    Please specify (complex hydrogeology, contaminants,      
large area):
  Uncooperative 
X Administrative delays
  Other:  

For sites with NO or IN determinations, provide a description of the next steps which will be
taken to achieve the Current Human Exposures EI:

A final permit is expected to be completed in December 2001.  The most probable route for exposure is to
workers who might be exposed to airborne lead contamination.  Although workers wear personal protective
equipment during operations in a building, they do not wear safety gear on other areas of the site.  The
Health Risk Assessment will be completed within the next few months, and this evaluation may resolve
whether workers are being exposed to significant contaminant levels.  



CA750 Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control

Migration of Contaminated Groundwater
Under Control
  YES
  NO
X IN (Insufficient information)
  No determination was made

If determination is NO or IN, the likelihood of
achieving EIs by 2005 is
X Likely by _2001_ (insert year)
  Unlikely
  Difficult to determine

If determination is YES, it falls under the
following categories: (check all that apply)
  Final stages of C/A
  Stabilization measures implemented
  No groundwater contamination
  Undergoing redevelopment
  Other:

If determination is NO or IN, it falls under the
following categories: (check all that apply)
X Early stages of C/A
  GW/SW issues
  Abandoned, near-bankrupt
  Technical limitations
    Please specify (complex hydrogeology, contaminants,        
large area):
  Uncooperative 
X Administrative delays
  Other:  

For sites with NO or IN determinations, provide a description of the next steps which will be taken to
achieve the Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control EI:

The Groundwater Monitoring Plan (GMP) was submitted to USEPA and DTSC.  DTSC found the GMP to be
deficient.  As a result, a Comprehensive Measures Evaluation (CME) was performed.  DTSC has provided the facility
with comments.  Additional groundwater sampling and analysis in accordance with GMP will determine if
groundwater is contaminated.  The 1999 groundwater monitoring data detected selenium at a concentration slightly
above the maximum contaminant level (MCL) and an unquantified amount of trichloroethylene (TCE).      


